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Republican leadership in closed-door negotia-
tions. So for 4 years, thousands of American
hate crime victims have gone without the pro-
tection of their government because the will of
the majority was subverted. | urge all of my
colleagues to right this wrong and vote “yes”
on the motion.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
express my strong support for the Motion to
Instruct Conferees to the National Defense
Authorization Act on hate crimes.

As a member of the Conference Committee
and a cosponsor of the hate crimes legislation,
I will urge my fellow conferees to retain the
Local Law Enforcement Enhancement Act lan-
guage.

According to the FBI, more than 7,400 hate
crimes were reported in 2002. Hate crimes
based on racial bias represented nearly half of
all of those reported; sexual orientation-based
hate crimes constituted nearly 17 percent; and
nearly 15 percent were the result of bias
against one’s ethnicity or national origin.

In addition, many hate crimes go unre-
ported. The Southern Poverty Law Center esti-
mates that the actual number of hate crimes
committed in the U.S. each year is closer to
50,000.

Hate crimes terrorize more than a single in-
dividual. Instead, they victimize an entire com-
munity.

Current Federal law on hate crimes is out of
date. It does not cover hate crimes based on
sexual orientation, gender, or disability. Also it
severely limits the Justice Department’s ability
to respond to hate crimes against religious, ra-
cial and ethnic groups.

The Local Law Enforcement Enhancement
Act will strengthen the ability of Federal, State
and local governments to investigate and
prosecute these vicious crimes. Cooperation
between State, local, and Federal law enforce-
ment officials offers the best chance of bring-
ing perpetrators of hate crimes to justice.

The Local Law Enforcement Enhancement
Act is supported by more than 175 law en-
forcement, civil rights, civic and religious orga-
nizations.

| urge Members to support this Motion to In-
struct.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct
offered by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

————
AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF COM-
MEMORATIVE DOCUMENT IN

MEMORY OF PRESIDENT RONALD

WILSON REAGAN

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
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the Senate concurrent resolution (S.
Con. Res. 135) authorizing the printing
of a commemorative document in
memory of the late President of the
United States, Ronald Wilson Reagan,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
concurrent resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the right to object,
although it is not my intention to ob-
ject; and I turn to the gentleman from
California for an explanation of his re-
quest.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I yield
to the gentleman from California.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to support this resolution which
authorizes the printing of a commemo-
rative document in memory of the late
President of the United States, Ronald
Wilson Reagan. I will be offering an
amendment that will require the docu-
ment to be printed under the direction
of the Joint Committee on Printing, to
be compiled by both bodies of Congress
for the use of the full Congress.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
that explanation. Clearly, Congress
most recently published tributes to
President Nixon and in the past Presi-
dent Johnson and President Truman,
and I am in concurrence with our dis-
tinguished gentleman from California.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate concur-
rent resolution, as follows:

S. CoN. RES. 135

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. COMMEMORATIVE DOCUMENT AU-
THORIZED.

A commemorative document in memory of
the late President of the United States, Ron-
ald Wilson Reagan, consisting of the eulogies
and encomiums for Ronald Wilson Reagan,
as expressed in the Senate and the House of
Representatives, together with the texts of
the state funeral ceremony at the United
States Capitol Rotunda, the national funeral
service held at the Washington National Ca-
thedral, Washington, District of Columbia,
and the interment ceremony at the Ronald
Reagan Presidential Library, Simi Valley,
California, shall be printed as a Senate docu-
ment, with illustrations and suitable bind-
ing.

SEC. 2. PRINTING OF DOCUMENT.

In addition to the usual number of copies
printed, there shall be printed the lesser of—

(1) 32,500 copies of the commemorative doc-
ument, of which 22,150 copies shall be for the
use of the House of Representatives and
10,350 copies shall be for the use of the Sen-
ate; or

(2) such number of copies of the commemo-
rative document that does not exceed a pro-
duction and printing cost of $1,000,000, with
distribution of the copies to be allocated in
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the same proportion as described in para-
graph (1).
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOOLITTLE

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DOOLITTLE:

In section 1, strike ‘‘Senate document,
with illustrations and suitable binding’’ and
insert ‘‘House document, with illustrations
and suitable binding, under the direction of
the Joint Committee on Printing”’.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Senate concurrent resolution
was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on S. Con. Res. 135.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

—
0O 1745

AMENDING CONGRESSIONAL AC-
COUNTABILITY ACT TO PERMIT
SECOND TERM FOR BOARD OF
DIRECTORS OF OFFICE OF COM-
PLIANCE

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
the bill (H.R. 5122) to amend the Con-
gressional Accountability Act of 1995
to permit members of the Board of Di-
rectors of the Office of Compliance to
serve for 2 terms, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the right to object,
though it is not my intention to object,
and I yield to my distinguished col-
league from California for an expla-
nation.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I offer this bill which
would amend the Congressional Ac-
countability Act of 1995 to permit
members of the Board of Directors of
the Office of Compliance to serve two
terms instead of one. The committee
believes that amending the act to allow
for the reappointment of members of
the Board of Directors to a second term
will improve the efficient operation of
the Office of Compliance.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his
explanation. I applaud the effort to
bring this forward. I think it covers
four basic principles. First, fairness re-
quires that congressional employees be
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